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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

2. Claims 1, 4, 5 and 6 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Nichol. 

Nichol taught that it was known at the time the invention was made to apply a hot 
melt adhesive coating upon a paperboard substrate wherein the applicator roller was 
rotated in the same direction of travel as the paperboard and wherein the speed of the 
applicator roller was different than the speed of the feed of the paperboard material by 
25%. The applicant is referred to column 2, line 54-column 3, line 4. 

3. Claims 1,3-6, 10 and 13/10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Ballard: 

Ballard taught that it was known to apply a hot melt adhesive to a tufted product 
wherein the hot melt adhesive was applied with a roller 5 which was operated at a 
peripheral speed which was 50% less than the speed of the tufted product 1 . 
Subsequent to the coating with the hot melt, the tufted product was laminated with a 
backing material 10 in a laminating nip 14, 15. 

4. Claims 13 and 14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Japanese Patent 3-175028. 
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Japanese Patent '028 suggested that those skilled in the art would have 
laminated a decorative paper to a wood board with a polyurethane hot melt adhesive 
there between. While the claims recite that the paper is laminated to the wood where 
the wood was coated with the adhesive material with an .application roller, it is not seen 
how the manipulative steps recited produced a materially different product from that 
disclosed by Japanese Patent '028. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claims 1-14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over the 
admitted prior art in view of Nichol. 

The admitted prior art as described by applicant in the specification from page 1 , 
line 1 5 to page 4, line 1 0 (and in particular page 1 , lines 15-21, page 3, lines 3-1 4), the 
applicant has admitted that it was known at the time the invention was made to apply a 
hot melt adhesive material via a roller applicator upon a wood surface and subsequently 
laminate a decorative paper upon the wood surface. The problem faced with the artisan 
is that because of the high viscosity of the hot melt adhesive and the limited open time, 
the hot melt adhesive is not self leveling and does not provide a smooth coating on the 
surface which was suitable for decoration with the decorating sheet material. The 
admitted prior art stated that it was desirable to utilize a hot melt adhesive because of 
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concerns regarding volatile emissions for example. The reference failed to teach that 
one skilled in the art would have coated the hot melt adhesive upon the substrate with a 
speed differential between the rate at which the wood substrate was fed and the rate of 
rotation of the coating roller. 

Nichol suggested that it was known at the time the invention was made to apply a 
hot melt glue upon a substrate where the glue roller was operated at a rate of 25% less 
than the rate of feed of the substrate in order to provide a an even and uniform coat of 
the hot melt upon the substrate (as opposed to operation where the substrate and the 
roller were operated in the same direction and at the same rate of travel), see column 2, 
line 54-column 3, line 4. Clearly, those skilled in the art viewing Nichol and the admitted 
prior art would have understood that coating a hot melt adhesive with a roller coating 
operation would have regulated the speed of the roller and the speed of travel of the 
substrate such that there was at least a 25% differential in the speeds so that one was 
able to impart a smooth and even coat of the hot melt adhesive upon the surface of the 
substrate. Note that the problem identified by applicant relating to the coating of the 
wooden surface with the hot melt adhesive and the roller coating process was that one 
was not able to achieve a smooth and even coating as the hot melt adhesive was not 
self leveling. By operating the roller at a speed differential of at least 25% different from 
the rate of travel of the substrate, the reference to Nichol was able to achieve a smooth 
and even coating of the hot melt upon the substrate. It would have been obvious to one 
of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to employ the teachings of 
Nichol to regulate the rate of rotation of the coating roller in order to ensure that there 
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was a speed differential of at least 25% between the coating roller for the hot melt and 
the substrate when coating a wooden substrate with a hot melt adhesive in order to 
ensure that the coating was smooth and even in the admitted prior art. 

With regard to the various dependent claims, note that the admitted prior art 
clearly suggested that one would have employed a roller coating operation to apply hot 
melt adhesive to a wooden surface prior to decoration of the same wherein one 
laminated a decorative cover to the wooden substrate with a laminating nip 
arrangement (the use of a laminating nip to laminate a decorative paper to a wooden 
substrate is taken as conventional in the art). Additionally, the use of plural coating 
stations is taken as conventional in the art as a function of the desired thickness and 
amount of adhesive required on the wooden surface. It certainly would have been within 
the purview of the ordinary artisan to provide plural coating stations wherein one applied 
plural layers of hot melt on the surface prior to the gluing of the decoration thereon. 
Additionally, note that the feeding of a wooden material through the coating station 
would have included nip rollers and such a feed mechanism for wood is taken as 
conventional in the art of feeding wood materials in a lamination operation. It should be 
noted that the coating mechanism of Nichol included the use of a back up roller in the 
coating station. 

Conclusion 

7. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. Japanese Patent '105 suggested that one skilled in the art of 
making an optical disc would have operated the coating roller at a rate at least 25% 
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faster than the speed of travel of the substrate being coating with a hot melt adhesive. 
German Patent 19916776 taught the application of a hot melt adhesive to a wooden 
board prior to the application of a laminate to the same, see Figure 2. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Jeff H. Aftergut whose telephone number is 571-272- 
1212. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday 7:15-345 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Richard Crispino can be reached on 571-272-1226. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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